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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1 , 4-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. Applicant's specification does not provide details as to how one of ordinary 
skill would make a mechanism (i.e. write server scripts or configure the server) to 
"determine the number of hits, hyperlinks, sales" and "charge for advertising" based on 
the number of hits, hyperlinks and sales. In fact the specification lacks, any details of 
Applicant's implementation. 

Specification 

3. The amendment filed January 29, 2007 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) 
because it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows: Applicant points 
to column 5, lines 5-47 but adds commentary such as the last 3 lines of page 16, "a 
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non-limiting example of an environment wherein measurement of sales within a 
computer network sales system can occur." 

Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 



Response to Affidavit 

4. The affidavit filed on January 29, 2007 under 37 CFR 1 .131 has been considered 
but is ineffective to overcome the Ferguson reference. 

5. The Ferguson reference is a U.S. patent or U.S. patent application publication of 
a pending or patented application that claims the rejected invention. An affidavit or 
declaration is inappropriate under 37 CFR 1.131(a) when the reference is claiming the 
same patentable invention, see MPEP § 2306. If the reference and this application are 
not commonly owned, the reference can only be overcome by establishing priority of 
invention through interference proceedings. See MPEP Chapter 2300 for information 
on initiating interference proceedings. If the reference and this application are 
commonly owned, the reference may be disqualified as prior art by an affidavit or 
declaration under 37 CFR 1.130. See MPEP § 718. 



26. A system for specifying fees for an 
entity associated with an online service, 
comprising: 


41 . A system for charging for advertising 
on the Web, comprising: 


(a) means associated with an object of the 


means for tracking access history, 
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the entity; 


means for determining, based on access 
historv link traversals from a first 
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document to the second document; 


(c) means for editing a plurality of fee 
specifications for the entitv and 




(d) means for storing the plurality of fee 
specifications using the editing means; 


means for determining a number of such 
determined link traversals leading from the 
first document to a second document" and 
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wherein each of said fees are triggered by 
a defined user action. 


means for charging for advertising based 
on the number of link traversals to the 
second document. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1 , 4-65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ferguson et aL, USPN 5,819,092 (hereafter referred to as Ferguson). 

8. Regarding claim 1 , Ferguson taught a method of charging for advertising on the 
Web (column 18, lines 30-39), comprising: 

determining link traversals leading to a page (column 28, lines 58-59, 64-65); and 
determining accesses to product page resulting from the link traversals to the product 
page; and (column 31, lines 22-25); and 

charging for advertising based said determined accesses to the product page (column 
31, lines 8-12); 

wherein charging for advertising is based on the number of sales resulting from a path 
including an advertising page (column 22, lines 25-38; column 31, lines 8-12). 

9. Regarding claim 4, Ferguson taught a method of evaluating the effectiveness of 
advertising on the Web (column 18, lines 30-39), comprising: 
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determining link traversals leading from an advertisement to a page (column 32, 
lines 48-53); 

determining accesses to the page resulting from the link traversals from the 
advertisement to the page (column 32, lines 57-64); and 

measuring the number of sales resulting from the determined accesses to the 
page (column 31, line 60-column 32, line 4). 

10. Regarding claim 5, Ferguson taught a method of evaluating the effectiveness of 
advertising on the Web (column 18, lines 30-39), comprising: 

determining link traversals leading from an advertisement to a page (column 26, lines 9- 
24; column 28, lines 52-65); 

determining accesses to the page resulting from the link traversals from the 
advertisement to the product page (column 32, lines 57-64); 

measuring the number of transactions resulting from accesses (column 31 , lines 8-12). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, Ferguson taught a method for charging for advertising on the 
Web, comprising (column 18, lines 30-39): 

tracking access history, including a link sequence through which a document is 
accessed (column 37, line 61 -column 38, line 4); 

determining, based on the access history, link traversals from a first document to 
a second document (column 32, lines 48-53); 

determining number of accesses to the page resulting from the link traversals 
from the first document to the second document (column 32, lines 57-64); and 
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charging for advertising based on the number of link traversals to the second 
document (column 32, lines 65-66; column 33, lines 1-4). 

12. Regarding dependent claim 7, Ferguson taught wherein a link traversal is 
determined responsive to two entries in the access history, a first entry corresponding to 
a request from a given user for the first document and a second entry corresponding to 
a request from the given user for the second document (column 32, lines 48-53). 

13. Regarding dependent claim 8, Ferguson taught wherein the first document is an 
advertising page and the second document is a product page (column 13, lines 48-64). 

14. Regarding dependent claim 9, Ferguson taught counting the number of sales 
resulted from a traversed path which includes the advertising page (column 32, lines 43- 
44, 48-53), wherein charging for advertising is based on the number of said sales 
(column 15, lines 50-59). 

15. Regarding dependent claim 10, Ferguson taught counting the number of 
purchases resulting from link traversals from the advertisement to the second page 
(column 15, lines 50-59; column 37, line 61-column 38, line 4), the number of such 
purchases being a measure of advertising effectiveness (column 38, lines 8-13). 

1 6. Regarding dependent claim 1 1 , Ferguson taught counting the number of 
transactions resulting from link traversals from the advertisement to the second page 
(column 15, lines 50-59; column 37, line 61-column 38, line 4), the number of such 
purchases being a measure of advertising effectiveness (column 38, lines 8-13). 
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17. Regarding dependent claim 12, Ferguson taught filtering transaction logs from at 
least one server for a particular user to produce the access history (column 36, lines 63- 
67). 

18. Regarding dependent claim 13, Ferguson taught recording the link traversals in a 
transaction log (column 37, line 61-65). 

19. Regarding dependent claim 14, Ferguson taught the transaction log is stored on 
a server (column 37, lines 53-60). 

20. Regarding dependent claim 1 5, Ferguson taught wherein the step of determining 
link traversals leading to a page is performed by evaluating an access history profile 
(column 37, lines 44-52). 

21 . Regarding dependent claim 16, Ferguson taught the access history profile is 
produced by filtering transaction logs from one or more servers to select only 
transactions involving a particular user ID (column 35, lines 49-52; column 36, lines 63- 
67). 

22. Regarding dependent claim 17, Ferguson taught monitoring the frequency and 
duration of access to the page (column 36, lines 63-67; column 37, lines 23-27). 

23. Regarding dependent claim 18, Ferguson taught recording the frequency and 
duration of access to the page in a transaction log stored on a server (column 37, lines 
61-67). 

24. Regarding dependent claim 19, Ferguson taught counting accesses to the page 
exclusive of repeated requests from a common client (column 37, lines 66-67). 
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25. Regarding dependent claim 20, Ferguson taught wherein the counting is 
performed by the server (column 37, lines 53-60). 

26. Regarding dependent claim 21 , Ferguson taught counting the frequency of 
accesses to the page (column 37, lines 65-67); 

measuring the time intervals between repeated accesses from a common client (column 

37, lines 16-22, 67); and excluding the counting of those accesses that fall within a 
defined period of time (column 38, lines 3-4). 

27. Regarding dependent claim 22, Ferguson taught the counting is performed by 
the server (column 37, lines 53-60). 

28. Regarding dependent claim 23, Ferguson taught keeping a history of each client 
access in a transaction log (column 37, lines 61-65); 

wherein determining the link traversals leading from an advertisement to a page 
is performed based on information in the transaction log (column 31, lines 22-25; 
column 38, lines 2-3). 

29. Regarding dependent claim 24, Ferguson taught the transaction log is stored on 
a server (column 37, lines 53-60). 

30. Regarding dependent claim 25, Ferguson taught determining the link traversals 
leading from an advertisement to a page is performed by evaluating an access history 
profile produced from information in a transaction log (column 31 , lines 22-25; column 

38, lines 2-3). 

31 . Regarding dependent claim 26, Ferguson taught determining the link traversals 
leading from an advertisement to a page is performed by evaluating a plurality of access 
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history profiles produced from information in a plurality of transaction logs (column 37, 
line 61-column 38, line 4). 

32. Regarding dependent claim 27, Ferguson taught the access history profile is 
produced by filtering transaction logs from one or more servers to select only 
transactions involving a particular user ID (column 35, lines 49-52; column 36, lines 63- 
67). 

33. Regarding dependent claim 28, Ferguson taught keeping a history of each client 
access in a transaction log (column 37, lines 61-65); 

wherein determining the link traversals leading from an advertisement to a page 
is performed based on information in the transaction log (column 31, lines 22-25; 
column 38, lines 2-3). 

34. Regarding dependent claim 29, Ferguson taught the transaction log is stored on 
a server (column 37, lines 53-60). 

35. Regarding dependent claim 30, Ferguson taught determining link traversals 
leading from an advertisement to a page is performed by evaluating an access history 
profile produced from information in a transaction log (column 31, lines 22-25; column 
38, lines 2-3). 

36. Regarding dependent claim 31 , Ferguson taught determining link traversals 
leading from an advertisement to a page is performed by evaluating an access history 
profile produced from information in a plurality of transaction logs (column 37, lines 44- 
52). 
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37. Regarding dependent claim 32, Ferguson taught the access history profile is 
produced by filtering transaction logs from one or more servers to select only 
transactions involving a particular user ID (column 35, lines 49-52; column 36, lines 63- 
67). 

38. Regarding dependent claim 33, Ferguson taught the access history is derived 
from a transaction log (column 37, lines 53-60). 

39. Regarding dependent claim 34, Ferguson taught the transaction log is stored on 
a server (column 37, lines 53-60). 

40. Regarding dependent claim 35, Ferguson taught recording the frequency and 
duration of access to the page by keeping a history of each client access to the page in 
a transaction log (column 36, lines 63-67; column 37, lines 23-27); 

producing an access history from the transaction log (column 37, lines 44-52); 

wherein the access history is produced from filtering transaction logs from one or 
more servers to select only transaction involving a particular user ID (column 35, lines 
49-52; column 36, lines 63-67); 

providing marketing feedback based on the access history (column 34, lines 10- 
16; column 37, lines 6-14). 

41 . Regarding dependent claim 36, Ferguson taught the marketing feedback is 
selected from the group consisting of: user demand, access pattern, and relationships 
between customer demographics and accessed pages and access patterns (column 37, 
lines 6-14). 
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42. Regarding dependent claim 37, Ferguson taught evaluating the transaction log to 
identify the most popular links to the page (column 38, lines 1-4). 

43. Regarding dependent claim 38, Ferguson taught inserting a new link to provide 
more direct access to the page (column 18, lines 40-49; column 38, lines 5-10). 

44. Regarding dependent claim 39, Ferguson taught the new link is inserted in a 
location based upon information contained in the transaction log (column 38, lines 5- 
10). 

45. Regarding claim 40, Ferguson taught a system of charging for advertising on the 
Web (column 18, lines 30-39), comprising: 

means for determining link traversals leading to a page (column 28, lines 58-59, 
64-65); and 

means for charging for advertising based on link traversals to the page (column 
31, lines 8-12). 

46. Regarding claim 41 , Ferguson taught a system for charging for advertising on the 
Web (column 18, lines 30-39), comprising: 

means for tracking access history, including a link sequence through which a 
document is accessed (column 37, line 61 -column 38, line 4); 

means for determining, based on the access history, link traversals from a first 
document to a second document (column 32, lines 48-53); 

means for determining a number of such determined link traversals leading from 
the first document to the second document (column 32, lines 57-64); and 
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means for charging for advertising based on the number of link traversals to the 
second document (column 32, lines 65-66; column 33, lines 1-4). 

47. The language of claims 42-65 is substantially the same as previously rejected 
claims 1 , 4-65, above. Therefore, claims 42-65 are rejected on the same rationale as 
previously rejected claims 1 , 4-65, above. 

Response to Arguments 

48. Applicant's arguments filed January 29, 2007 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

49. Applicant argues - "The Ferguson reference does not disclose that charging is 
based on traversing from a first document (e.g. an advertisement page) to a second 
document (e.g. a product page)." 

50. Ferguson taught "traverse" is defined as clicking a hyperlink in a particular 
document, column 32, lines 28-29. This action triggers downloading the associated 
page; traversing from a first document to a second document. 

Conclusion 

51 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Patrice Winder whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3935. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 10:30 am-7:00 pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jason Cardone can be reached on 571-272-3933. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Patrice Winder 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2145 
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